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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS

The attached sheet of drawings includes changes to Fig. 7. This sheet,
which includes a part of Fig. 7, replaces the original sheet including the
corresponding part of Fig. 7. In block diagram 740 of Fig. 7, “Decrement” has
been changed to --Lessen-- so that Fig. 7 is consistent with corresponding

amendments made to the specification.

Attachment: Replacement Sheet(s)
Annotated Sheet Showing Changes
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS

Reconsideration and allowance of this application are respectfully
requested. Currently, claims 1-31 are pending in this application.

Information Disclosure Statement (IDS):

An IDS was filed in the present application on March 21, 2005. The Office
Action did not include a fully initialed Form PTO-1449 of that IDS. For the
Examiner’s convenience, Applicant has therefore attached another copy of the
Form PTO-1449 of the March 21, 2005 IDS along with it§ corresponding postcard
receipt. Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner consider all of the
references cited on the Form PTO-1449 and initial and return the Form PTO-1449
as an indication that all of the cited references have been considered.

Objection to the Specification and Claims:

The specification and claims were objected to because of various
informalities. For example, the Office Action indicated that “the phrase ‘the or
each’ needs to be replaced by ‘each’.” Applicant has editorially amended the
specification and claim language to improve clarity. However, the above
suggestion in the Office Action has not been explicitly accepted. In particular, the
specification (see page 9, line 10 to page 10, line 32 and Fig. 3) may relate (but is
not limited to) to a session description which conceivably contains details of only
one media stream.

Applicant respectfully requests that the objection to the specification and

claims be withdrawn.
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Allowable Subject Matter:

Applicant notes with appreciation the indication that claims 4-15, 17-20, 23
and 26-29 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. These claims have been

maintained herein.

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §102:

Claims 1-3, 16, 21, 22, 24, 25, 30 and 31 were rejected under 35 U.S.C.
§102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by Smith et al (U.S. “732, hereinafter
“Smith”).! Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection.

For a reference to anticipate a claim, each element must be found, either
expressly or under principles of inherency, in the reference. Each element of the
claimed invention is not found in Smith. For example, Smith fails to disclose
“parsing the session déscription to determine appropriate media application
programs for processing at least one media stream of the session description, the
session description including data relating to a quality of service policy;
determining based on available resources whether participation in the media
session is viable using the quality of service policy based on said data,” as
required by independent claim 1 and its dependents. Smith also fails to disclose “a
communications manager for determining based on available resources whether

the participation in the media session is viable using a quality of service policy

! As noted by the Office Action, the assignee of the Smith et al (U.S. “T32) reference is British
Telecommunications public limited company, which is also the recorded assignee of the present
" application.
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based on quality of service data provided in said session description,” as required
by independent claim 16.

The Office Action (see, e.g., page 4, lines 5-10) apparently alleges that the
response sent by an end user to a SD Tool in Smith discloses a session description.
Applicant respectfully disagrees with this characterization even if this claimed
term is given its broadest reasonable interpretation. As described, for example, on
page 2, lines 7-17 of the specification, a session description conveys information
about a media stream in a multicast media session and thus allows recipients of the
session description to participate in the session. For example, a session
description typically includes the session name and purpose, the time and date the
session will be active, at least one component media stream of the session and
information required to participate in the media stream (IP multicast address, port,
media format).

In contrast, the end user’s response in Smith merely conveys to the SD Tool
which session a user has selected to join and cannot be said to be a session
description even if this term is given its broadest reasonable interpretation. The
end user has no control over the session description. Rather the SD Tool in Smith

is responsible for sending a session announcement to the end user. The end user

response therefore does not disclose a session description, let alone a session

description including data relating to a quality of service policy. It is noted that
the session announcement described in Smith also does not disclose any data

relating to a quality of service policy, and rather only contains session parameters
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like media types, formats, time(s) of session(s), session name and description, and
type of session (see col. 11, line 60 - col. 12, line 6 of Smith).

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-3, 16, 21, 22, 24,
25, 30 and 31 are not anticipated by Smith and respectfully requests that the
rejection of these claims under 35 U.S.C. §102 be withdrawn.

Conclusion:

Applicant believes that this entire application is in condition for allowance
and respectfully requests a notice to this effect. If the Examiner has any questions
or believes that an interview would further prosecution of this application, the
Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned.

Respectfully submitted,

NIXON & VANDERHYEP.C.

By: .
r" ﬂaymond Y. Mah
Reg. No. 41,426

RYM:sl

1100 North Glebe Road, 8th Floor

Arlington, VA 22201-4714

Telephone: (703) 816-4044

Facsimile: (703) 816-4100
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[n re Patent Application of

BELL 2tal Ay, Rerr 36-1445
Serial No. 09/830.439 TC/A.U.: 26062
Filed: April 27. 2001 Examiner: Mered. H.

For: ANNOUNCED SESSION CONTROL
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March 21. 2005
Commissioner for Patents
P.0O. Box 1430
Alexandria. VA 22313-1430
Sir:
INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

Listed on accompanying Form PTO-1449 are documents that may be considered
material to the examination of this application, in compliance with the duty of disclosure
requirements of 37 C.F.R. $8 1.36.1.97 and 1.98.

Where the publication date of a listed document does not provide a month of
publication. the year of publication of the listed document is sufﬁciently earlier than the
effective U.S. filing date and any foreign priority date so that the month of publication is
not in issue. Applicants have listed publication dates on the attached PTO-1449 based on
information presently available to the undersigned. However, the listed publication dates
should not be construed as an admission that the information was actually published on
the date indicated.

Applicants reserve the right to establish the patentability of the claimed invention
over any of the information provided herewith, and/or to prove that this information may
not be prior art. and/or to brove that this information may not be enabling tor the
teachings purportedly offered.

This statement should not be construed as a representation that a search has been
made. or that information more material to the examination of the present patent

application does not exist. The Examiner is specifically requested not to rely solely on
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‘he material submitted herewith. it is further undersiood that the Exeminer wiil consider
\nformation that had been cited by or submitted 0 the LS. Patent und Trademark Otfice
in a prior application relied on under 33 U.S.C.$1:20. 1138 0G 37. 28 May 19. 1992).

Applicants have checked the approprate hoxes pelow.

i. [] This Information Disclosure Stalement is being {tled within three months
of the U.S. filing dare OR berore the mailing date of a first Office Action on the merits.
No statement under 37 C.E.R. § 1.97(e) or fee is required. [n the event. a first Office
Action has been mailed prior to filing of the present [nformation Disclosure Statement.
the Office is requested to treat the present paper s a submission under 37 C.F.R. § 1.97(¢)
and charge the undersigned's Deposit Account No. 14-1 140 for the fee required by 37
C.F.R. 3 1.17(p). The present paper is submitted in duplicate tor this purpose.

2. [X] This Information Disclosure Statement is betng filed more than three
months after the U.S. filing date AND after the mailing date of the first Office Action on
the merits. but before the mailing date of a Final Rejection or Notice ot Allowance.

a. [_] I hereby state that each item of information contained in this
Information Disclosure Statement was cited in a communication trom a
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application not more than
three months prior to the filing of this Information Disclosure Statement.
37 C.F.R. § 1.97(e)1).

b. [] I hereby state that no item of information in this [nformation Disclosure
Statement was cited in a communication from a foreign patent otfice in a
counterpart foreign application, and, to my knowledge after making
reasonable inquiry, no item of information contained in this Information
Disclosure Statement was known to any individual designated in 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(c’ more than three months prior to the filing of this [nformation
Disclosure Statement. 37 C.F.R. § 1.97(e)(2).

c. Attached is our check in the amount of $180.00 in payment of the fee
under 37 C.F.R. § L.17(p).

3. [] This Information Disclosure Statement is being filed more than three

months after the U.S. tiling date and after the mailing date ot a Final Rejection or Notice
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of Allowance. but hefore pavment of the ssuc Fee. ltis hereny s2quesied that the
{nformation Disclosure Statement be considered. Atutached is vur Check No. in the
amount of $ in pavment of the fee under 37 C.F.R.§ L1701

a. ] Uhereby state that each item of information contained in this
Information Disclosure Statement was cited in a communication from a
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign appiication not more than
three months prior to the filing of this [nformation Disciosure Statement.
37 C.F.R. § 1.97(ex D).

b. [ ] I herebv state that no item of information in this Information Disclosure
Statement ‘vas cited in a communication from a foreign patent otfice in a
counterpart foreign application, and. to my knowledge after making
reasonable inquiry, no item of information contained in this Information
Disciosure Statement was known to anv individual designated in 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(c) more than three months prior 0 the filing of this Information
Disclosure Statement. 37 C.F.R. § 1.97(e)(2).

4. [] Relevance of the non-English language document(s) is discussed in the
present specification.

5. {_] The document(s) was/were cited in a corresponding foreign application.
An English language version of the foreign search report is attached for the Examiner's
information.

6. [_] A concise explanation of the relevance.of the non-English language
document(s) appears below:

7. The Examiner's attention is directed to co-pending U.S. Patent Application

Nos. 09/830.461. filed April 27. 2001. (copy attached) and 09/830.462. filed April 27,

' 2001, (copy attached) which are directed to related technical subject matter. The

identification of this U.S. Patent Application is not to be construed as a waiver of secrecy
as to that application now or upon issuance of the present application as a patent. The
Examiner is respectfully requested to consider the cited applications and the art cited

therein during examination.
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3. | Copies of the documents were <ited bV or submittec o the Office in

. . Application No. . filed . which is relied upon for an eariier filing Jdate under 35 U.S.C.

% 120. Thus. copies of these documents are not attached. 37 C.F.R. 3 1.98(d).

[t is respectfuily requested that the Examuner initiai and return 2 copy of the
enclosed PTO-1449. and 1o indicate in the official file wrapper of this patent application
that the documents have been considered. _

The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to chdrge any fee
deficiency, or credit any overpayment. {0 our Deposit Account No. [4-1140 referencing

docket number 36-1445.

Respecttully submitted.

NIXON & VANDERHYE P.C.
E ’/-\: N

con ; A
By. ] /‘ M/‘ ,w& R //b\_/
~ // Raymond Y. Mah

4 Reg. No. 41.426

RYM:sl

1100 North Glebe Road. 8th Floor
Arlington, VA 22201-4714
Telephone: (703) 816-4000
Facsimile: (703) 816-4100
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